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REMARKS 

1. Status of Claims 

After the above amendments, claims 1, 3, 5, 6, 9, 12-16, and 18-33 are pending. Claims 

I, 3, 18, 20, 24, 25, 26, and 27 are independent. 

Claims 1-3, 5-6, 9 and 14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0017810 to Janninck et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,850,784 to SanGiovanni and U.S. Patent No. 5,485,517 to Gray. Claim 10 stands rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the Janninck pubHcation, the SanGiovanni 
patent, the Gray patent, and U.S. Patent No. 6,487,396 to Sassi. Claims 1 1-13 and 15-16 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the Janninck pubUcation, the 
SanGiovanni patent, the Gray patent, and U.S. Patent Publication No. 2001/0004269 to Shibata 
et al. Claims 17-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
Jaiminck publication, the SanGiovanni patent, the Gray patent, the Shibata et al. publication and 
PCT Application No. WO-0145283 to Kim. Claim 19 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over the Janninck publication, the SanGiovanni patent, the Gray patent, 
and U.S. Patent No. 6,535,605 to Ghassabian. Claim 20 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over the Janninck publication, the SanGiovanni patent, the Gray 
patent, and U.S. Patent No. 6,766,952 to Luu. Claim 21 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over the Janninck pubhcation, the SanGiovaimi patent, the Gray patent, 
and U.S. Patent No. 6,726,106 to Han et al. 

II. Claims 1. 3. 5. 6, 9. 12-16, 19, and 21-23 

With respect to independent claims 1-3, these claims have been amended to incorporate 
features of the previously pending claims. In particular, both claims 1 and 3 have been amended 
to incorporate the features of claims 2 and 10. Accordingly, the rejection of claim 10 will be 
addressed. 

In support of the rejection of claim 10, the Examiner asserts that it would have been 
obvious to combine the Janninck publication, the SanGiovanni patent, the Gray patent, and the 
Sassi patent, and that the proposed combination meets the limitations of claim 10. Applicant 
respectfully disagrees, and asserts that these claims are allowable because they do not disclose or 
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suggest an "auxiliary display unit arranged at a prescribed location on the top surface of the 
second housing," as required by both independent claims 1 and 3. In particular, Applicant 
asserts the provided motivation to combine the two references is unsupported by the references. 

The Janninck et al. publication discloses a display screen 150 which is disposed on a first 
housing 120. However, as recognized by the Examiner, the Jaiminck et al. publication does not 
disclose or suggest an auxiUary display unit arranged at a prescribed location on the top surface 
of the second housing 220 (Fig. 2). Accordingly, the Examiner alleges that the Sassi patent 
discloses a device with two displays on one half, e.g. second housing, and that it would have 
been obvious to modify Jannick "such that the second housing has an auxiliary display unit 
arranged at a prescribed location on the top surface of the second housing, to provide means for 
viewing data without opening the device." 

The purported motivation — ^providing means for viewing data without opening the 
device — ^however, is unnecessary in view of the disclosure of the Janninck et al. publication. As 
seen in Fig. 1 of the Janninck et al. publication, the display 150 provides means for viewing data 
without opening the device. Indeed, the Janninck et al. publication explains that this is one of the 
problems addressed by the Janninck et al publication. ("There is a need for a wireless 
communication device with a collapsible form factor having a conveniently viewable display 
when the device is opened as well as closed." Para. [0005]) Thus, since the Jarminck et al. 
publication already provides means for viewing data without opening the device, there is no need 
to modify the Janninck et al. device to include a second display on the housing 220. 

Furthermore, as seen in Fig. 1 of the Janninck et al. publication, the top surface of the 
lower housing 220 is covered by the first housing when the display is closed. Thus, even if one 
were to modify the Jarminck et al. device to include a display on the top surface of the housing 
220, the display would not be viewable when the device is closed. Accordingly, providing a 
display on the top surface of the lower housing 220 would not provide means for viewing data 
without opening the device. 

In sum, there is no motivation to combine the two references. Accordingly, claims 1 and 
3 are allowable. 

Dependent claims 5, 6, 9, 12-16, 19, and 21-23 ultimately depend from one of 
independent claims 1 and 3, and therefore, are allowable for at least the reasons given above. 



Page 12 of 14 



AppL No. 10/684,835 

Amdt. dated July 24, 2006 

Reply to Office Action of April 24, 2006 

III. Claims 18, 20. 24, 25. and 26 

With respect to claims 18, 20, 24, 25, and 26, these claims have been amended to 
combine features of the previously pending claims. In particular, claim 18 combines features of 
claims 3, 2, 10, and 18; claim 20 combines features of claims 3, 2, 10, and 20; claim 24 
combines features of claims 1, 2, 10 and 13; claim 25 combines features of claims 1 ,2, 10 and 
18; and claim 26 combines features of claims 1, 2, 10, and 20. In the Office Action, the 
Examiner indicated that the features recited in these proposed independent claims are not 
disclosed or suggested by the cited references in these particular combinations. Accordingly, 
these claims are allowable. 

IV. New Claims 27-33 

New claims 27-33 claim further specific features of the invention. In particular, these 
claims recite a first housing having a first end and a second end, and a second housing having a 
first end and a second. The second housing has a semicircular opening at the first end of the 
second housing, the semicircular opening being narrower in width than the first end of the 
second housing. A cylindrical hinge housing connects the first end of the first housing to the 
first end of the second housing such that the second housing can be rotated about a first axis 
which extends in the diametrical direction of the cyhndrical hinge and a second axis which 
extends in the axial direction of the cylindrical. The cylindrical hinge as having a top surface, a 
bottom surface, and an outer circumferential surface. The cylindrical hinge includes a 
cylindrical stationary housing formed integrally with the first end of the first housing at a central 
position of the first end of the first housing, and a cylindrical rotary housing rotatably attached to 
the cylindrical stationary housing. The cylindrical rotary housing is disposed in the semicircular 
opening in the second housing, and one of a key, a camera lens, a fingerprint-identifying device, 
and a clock is disposed on the top surface of the cylindrical hinge. 

These features are not shown or disclosed by the applied references. In particular, the 
primary reference used by the Examiner is the Janninck et al. publication. As seen there, the 
Janninck et al. publication discloses two housings connected to each other by a circular portion. 
The circular portion is open and accommodates a display screen on the top surface. The 
Janninck et al. publication does not disclose a semicircular opening at the first end of the second 
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housing which is narrower in width than the first end of the second housing, nor does it disclose 
a cyUndrical rotary housing disposed in a semicircular opening in the second housing. 
Furthermore, the top surface of the alleged cylindrical hinge of the Janninck et al. device 
comprises a display screen, and therefore, the Janninck et al. publication does not disclose one of 
a key, a camera lens, a fingerprint-identifying device, and a clock disposed on the top surface of 
the cylindrical hinge. The remaining cited references do not cure the deficiencies of the Janninck 
et al. publication. Accordingly, these claims are allowable. 

V. Conclusion 

In view of the above, it is believed that the above-identified application is in condition for 
allowance, and notice to that effect is respectfiiUy requested. Should the Examiner have any 
questions, the Examiner is encouraged to contact the undersigned at the telephone number 
indicated below. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees or credit any overpayments which 
may be incurred in connection with this paper to Deposit Account No. 18-2220. 



Respectfully submitted. 



Date: July 24, 2006 




Michael E. Stimson 



Reg. No. 41,333 
Attomey for Applicant 

Roylance, Abrams, Berdo & Goodman, L.L.P. 
1300 19'^ Street, N.W., Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20036-2680 
Main: (202) 659-9076 
Direct: (202)530-7372 
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